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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1 and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Calvignac et al. (U.S. Patent 4,763,321). 

Regarding claim 1, Calvignac et al. teach a method (mechanism, Title) for 
dynamic allocation of slot bandwidth (Title) on an exchange (Abstract, line 2), 
comprising following steps: 

(1 ) setting the number of slots (col. 1 , last line) for dynamic bandwidth allocation 
being N, and setting bandwidth need to be dynamically allocated (col. 1, line 38-39) 
being B; 

(2) defining a minimum allocated bandwidth (col. 19, line 39) unit being AB, 
according to requirement; 

(3) setting B/AB pieces of N-selected-one devices, and input bandwidth of every 
N-selected-one device being N*AB (col. 1, lines 62-68); 

(4) connecting each slot with one input of each N-selected-one device, and 
connecting all output of the N-selected-one devices with a main exchange model (col. 
2, lines 1 r 6);_ _ — - 
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(5) controlling the N-selected-one devices being gated to allocate the bandwidth 
to gated slot (col. 1, lines 62-68, and col. 2, lines 1-6). 

Regarding claim 4, Calvignac et al. teach the method according to claim 1, 
wherein the N-selected-one device is a two-selected-one device (col. 4, line 42). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Calvignac et al. (U.S. Patent 4,763,321) as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view 
of Barr ("How Programmable Logic Works", by Michael Barr, 1999, by Miller Freeman, 
Inc.). 

Calvignac et al. teach everything claimed as applied above (see claim 1). 
However, Calvignac et al. fail to specifically teach the method according to claim 1 , 
wherein step 5 further comprising, controlling the N-selected-one devices being gated 
by a programmable logic chip. 

Barr teaches the method according to claim 1 , wherein step 5 further comprising, 
controlling the N-selected-one devices being gated by a programmable logic chip (P. 5, 
line 12). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine [Calvignac et al.] with [Barr] to obtain the 
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invention as specified in claim 2 in order to provide more flexible architecture and to 
have small and simple logic blocks. 

5. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Calvignac et al. (U.S. Patent 4,763,321) as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view 
of Altera's data sheet. 

Calvignac et al. teach everything claimed as applied above (see claim 1). 
However, Calvignac et al. fail to specifically teach the method according to claim 1 , 
wherein the programmable logic chip is an EPLD with type EPM7256AEQC208-10. 

The Altera's data sheet teaches the programmable logic chip EPLD, type 
EPM7256AEQC208-10. Although the data sheet does not show the date, it is obvious 
that it was a commercial available product at the time the invention claimed in claim 3 
was made. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine [Calvignac et al.] with [Altera's data sheet] 
to obtain the invention as specified in claim 3 in order to provide more flexible 
architecture and to have small and simple logic blocks. 

6. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Calvignac et al. (U.S. Patent 4,763,321) as applied to claim 1 and 4 above, and further 
in view of Vitesse's data sheet (2000). 

Calvignac et al. teach everything claimed as applied above (see claim 1 and 4). 
However, Calvignac et al. fail to specifically teach the method according to claim 4, 
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wherein the N-selected-one device is a 1.25 GHz Ethernet signal driver with type 
VSC7132YB. 

The Vitesse's data sheet teaches the 1 .25 GHz Ethernet signal driver, type 
VSC7132YB. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine [Calvignac et al.] with [Vitesse's data 
sheet] to obtain the invention as specified in claim 5 in order to provide more flexible 
architecture and to have small and simple logic blocks. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Wanda Z. Russell whose telephone number is (571) 
270-1796. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday 9:00-6:00 
EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Eliseo Ramos-Feliciano can be reached on (571) 272-7925. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
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you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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